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Preface 
Thanjai Nalankilli 


This is the history of the Dravidian movement and parties that were formed to protect the 
interest of Dravidian people of South India. There is no support to these parties in South 
Indian states other than Tamil Nadu. So the goal of these parties now is to protect the 
interests of Tamil Nadu. The book covers the early years: 1916-1959. 


First there was the Thenninthiyar Nala Urimai Sangam (South Indian Welfare Rights 
Organization), popularly known as Neethi Katchi or Justice Party, formed in November 
1916. It morphed into Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) in 1944. We may say Neethi Katchi is 
the grandparent of all Dravidian parties and DK is the parent of all Dravidian parties. 


It is important that current and future generations of Tamil Nadu know the origins, early 
years, political-social underpinnings, founding party ideals and sacrifices of the 
Dravidian parties. This book presents the Early History of the Dravidian Parties. 


We briefly cover the Justice Party (1916-1944) and then present a more detailed history 
from the founding of Dravidar Kazhagm (DK) in 1944 to its offspring Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam (DMK) coming to power in Madras (Chennai), the largest city of Tamil Nadu, 
in 1959. 


This book is the first of the two books discussing the history of Dravidian movement. 
The second book is titled "A Political History of Dravidian Movement and Parties in 
Tamil Nadu (Book-2)". 

(First Published: May 2019) 
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1. 
Neethi Katchi (Justice Party): Grandparent of all Dravidian Parties 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
OUTLINE 


1. Beginning and Ascendancy 

2. E. V. Ramaswamy (EVR) 

3. Justice Party Under EVR and Demand for Independent Dravida Nadu 
4. Justice Party Morphs into Dravidar Kazhagam 

5. The Dissident Justice Party 


1. Beginning and Ascendancy 


Dr. C. Natesa Mudaliar (Natesan), Dr. T. M. Nair and Sir Theagaraya Chetty 
(Theagaroya Chetty) founded the Thenninthiyar Nala Urimai Sangam ("South Indian 
Welfare Rights Organization" is the translation from Tamil), popularly known as Neethi 
Katchi or Justice Party, in Madras City (now called Chennai) on November 20, 1916, to 
represent and protect the interests of non-Brahmins of the Madras Presidency (that 
contained most of today's Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu). Dr. C. Natesa Mudaliar was 
elected the first president. Justice Party (Neethi Katchi) is the grandparent of all 
Dravidian parties in Tamil Nadu. 


Justice Party became the main political alternative to Indian National Congress in the 
Madras Presidency. It formed the government of Madras Presidency (comparable to 
today's state government) from 1920 to 1926 and from 1930 to 1937, and implemented 
many social reforms that benefited non-Brahmins. 


2. E. V. Ramaswamy (EVR) 


E.V. Ramaswamy (popularly known as Periyar (The Big Man) and EVR) played a major 
role in the later years of Justice party. Here is some background information on EVR. He 
joined the Indian National Congress in 1919. He participated in agitations organized by 
the party. Periyar was elected the President of the Madras Presidency Congress 
Committee in 1922. He resigned from the party in 1925 because he felt that it primarily 
served the interests Brahmins. He then participated in the Self-Respect Movement, anti- 
Hindi imposition protests and promotion of the welfare of non-Brahmins. He often 
cooperated and collaborated with the Justice Party because of the many common goals 
and interests. In 1937, Justice Party raised it voice against the newly elected Congress 
Party's decision to introduce Hindi in Madras Presidency schools. It joined hands with the 
Self-Respect Movement (headed by EVR) to oppose Hindi imposition and carried out 
Anti-Hindi Imposition agitations. Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy (EVR) became the President 
of the Justice Party in 1938. 


3. Justice Party Under EVR and Demand for Independent Dravida Nadu 


Justice Party, under EVR, decided not to contest elections. It continued to oppose Hindi 
imposition. EVR organized the Dravida Nadu Conference in 1939 and demanded a 
"separate, sovereign and Federal Republic of Dravida Nadu"; they called South India as 
Dravida Nadu--Country of the Dravidian people. 


This is not the first time "separatist" views were raised within the Justice Party. A 
member of the Justice Party, Mr. T. P. Vedachalam, founded Tamil Nation Liberation 
Association (Tamil Desa Viduthalai Sangam) in Thiruchirapalli (Thiruchi, Trichi) in 
August 1938. The Association held a few meetings around Tamil Nadu and then ceased 
its operations because the cause was now adopted by Justice Party itself. 


Unlike the Tamil Nation Liberation Association that demanded independence for Tamil 
Nadu, Justice Party under EVR was asking for independence for the entire South India 
(Dravida Nadu) that includes Kannadigas, Malayalis, Tamils and Telugus. There was no 
support for Dravida Nadu outside the Tamil areas. Although there was support for 
Dravida Nadu among Tamils, to them it essentially meant independence for Tamil Nadu. 
Justice Party continued with the Dravida Nadu demand until and even after Justice Party 
morphed into Dravidar Kazhagam in 1944. 


4. Justice Party Morphs into Dravidar Kazhagam 


Some Justice Party leaders did not like EVR's supposed autocratic management of the 
party and challenged his leadership. At Justice Party's Sixteenth Annual Confederation in 
Salem in August 1944, the EVR group won. Justice Party was renamed Dravidar 
Kazhagam (DK) but held almost all of Justice Party goals and policies. Birth of Dravidar 
Kazhagam is discussed in more detail in the next chapter. (Kazhagam means association 
or organization in Tamil.) 


5. The Dissident Justice Party 


Some dissident leaders continued to operate the Justice Party (distinct from the Dravidar 
Kazhagam); however DK had far more members and support among populace. This 
Justice Party contested in the 1952 elections and won one State Legislative Assembly 
seat out of the nine it contested. It did not contest elections after 1952. The party just 
faded away over the years. 


Justice Party and its ideals are still alive in Dravidar Kazhagam and its many offsprings. 
Justice Party is the grandparent and Dravidar Kazhagam is the parent of all the Dravidian 
Parties in Tamil Nadu. 

(First Published: February 2018) 
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2, 
Birth of Dravidar Kazhagam 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
Abbreviations 


AIADMK - All India Anna Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 
DK - Dravidar Kazhagam 
DMK - Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 


At the time of the birth of Dravidar Kazhagam (DK), Tamil Nadu was part of Madras 
Province which was part of British India (the British colony in South Asia). Madras 
Province consisted of most of today's Tamilnadu and large parts of today's Andhra 
Pradesh and small areas of Karnataka and Kerala. 


Dravidar Kazhagam (Dravidian Association) was born in 1944 by a metamorphosis of 
Thenninthiyar Nala Urimai Sangam (South Indian Welfare Rights Organization), 
commonly known as the Neethi Katchi (Justice Party). This parent organization was 
started by Sir P. Thyagaraja Chettiyar in 1916 to safeguard the rights of non-Brahmins in 
southern India. It was popular among the public in its early years as the champion of non- 
Brahmins but its popularity slowly eroded. By 1944 it had lost much of the public support 
because the public perceived it as an elitist, pro-British organization. (In its early years 
Justice Party took the position that British rule should not end until Brahmin hegemony in 
South India ends in the political sphere, lest Brahmins and northerners become dominant 
in post-British India. The party changed its position in 1939 and called for the end of 
British rule although the public still perceived the party as pro-British. Similarly, 
although the founders and early leaders of the Justice Party were the rich elite, with time, 
middle class members also reached leadership positions. In fact, in 1944, the party 
president and general-secretary were both from the middle class.) 


In 1944, the then Justice Party President Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy Naicker, General- 
Secretary C. N. Annadurai and some other leaders decided to reform the party, retool its 
agenda and rename it. Accordingly, at the 1944 Salem Conference, C. N. Annadurai 
presented a resolution containing the following points: 


1. Party members who had received honorary titles such as Rao Bahadur, Diwan Bahadur 
and Rao Shaheb from the British Government should renounce them, and no party 
member shall accept such titles from the British in the future. 


2. Party members should resign positions such as Honorary Magistrate, and no party 
member shall hold such positions in the future. 


3. Party members should remove caste identifications from their names and shall not use 
them in the future. 


4. Party name should be changed from Thenninthiyar Nala Urimai Sangam (South Indian 
Welfare Rights Organization) or the Neethi Katchi (Justice Party) to Dravidar 
Kazhagam (Dravidian Association). 


(ANALYSIS: The first two points are obviously meant to shed the real or perceived 
elitist, pro-British image. The third point is, of course, in line with Justice Party's (and 
now DK's) long-held anti-caste stance. The fourth point, renaming the party, was to get 
rid of the negative baggage the Justice Party carried (for example, the elitist, pro-British 
image). Other than that the basic ideals and goals of Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) were the 
same as those of the Justice Party.) 


The resolution was presented to the Advisory Committee and the committee passed it. 
Then it was presented to the general body and it voted for it unanimously. The newly 
named Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) held to the ideals of the Justice Party. The principal 
ideals and goals were: 


1. Social reform (such as ending religious superstitions, ending caste distinctions, 
empowering of women) 


2. Ending Brahmin dominance in Tamil Nadu educational institutions and government 
3. Ending northern domination of the politics and economy of Tamil Nadu 
4. Opposition to Hindi as India's official language 


5. Independence for Dravida Nadu from India (Dravida Nadu, that is Dravidian Country, 
as they conceived it, consisted of today's Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Kerala and Tamil 
Nadu) 


Unlike the Justice Party, Dravidar Kazhagam decided not to contest elections because it 
diverted energies from its political and social agenda. As of now, DK never contested an 
election although it supported other parties during election times. (Many of DK's 
offshoots, however, would contest elections in the coming decades.) 


Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy (EVR) and C. N. Annadurai remained as party president 
and general-secretary, respectively. 


Dravidar Kazhagam designed a rectangular party flag that consisted of a small red circle 
at the center in a black background. The black color signified the low state of Dravidian 
people (at that time) and red signified the new revolutionary spirit among Dravidians. 


Renaming the party, emphasizing its core principles and re-tooling its agenda energized 
Dravidar Kazhagam (DK). Branch offices were opened in many cities and towns 
throughout the Tamil-speaking areas of Madras Province (offices in non-Tamil areas 
were far and few). 


[First Published: July 2005] 
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3. 
Annadurai Speech on Dravida Nadu Independence 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


At the 1945 Trichi Conference, Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) announced its goal was to 
achieve an independent Dravida Nadu (Dravidian Country), consisting of the Kannada, 
Malayalam, Tamil and Telugu areas. It would have a federal structure with autonomy of 
internal administration for each linguistic region [Reference: The Dravidian Movement: 
A Retrospect by T. S. Thiruvengadam, 1955, p.62)]. This is not a new demand. Demand 
for independent Dravida Nadu was raised in the past few years. For example, according 
to the "Collected Works of Periyar EVR (compiled by K. Veeramani ), p. 16", Periyar 
"raked up the demand for a separate Dravida Nadu" in 1940 (this was years before the 
formation of the Dravidar Kazhagam). 


Dravidar Kazhagam General-Secretary C. N. Annadurai gave a lengthy speech about 
Dravida Nadu independence on the second day of the 1945 Trichi Conference. Here are 
excerpts from the speech as it appears in pages 27-30 of the Tamil book "DMK Varalaru 
(DMK History) by T.M. Parthasarathi, Fourth Edition, 1984"; Mr. Parthasarathi was a 
member of DMK and this book has an Introduction written by C. N. Annadurai. (NOTE: 
Translated from Tamil to English by the author of this article Thanjai Nalankilli. All 
materials within square parentheses [ ] are by the translator to clarify and put matters in 
proper perspective.) 


"India is a continent; it should be divided into a number of countries. The continent 
of Europe has 32 independent countries. No one argues that it should be a single country 
ruled by a single government. Similarly there is no need for India to be under a single 
government". [Translator's Note: This speech was made in the 1940s. Some may argue 
today that Europe is uniting as a European Union. Note that European Union is not a 
country; it is a union of sovereign independent countries. Indian states are not sovereign 
independent countries that have the right to get out of the Union if they so choose. 
European countries have that sovereign right. That is a major and important difference. 
So Annadurai's statement is valid even today. ] 


"Aryan influence increases within a single country called India. Welfare of the other 
races 1s crushed under Aryan rule. Uniting different races under a single country leads to 
rebellions and troubles. In order to prevent such troubles and bloodshed in India, we 
should divide India according to racial lines now." [Translator's Note: In essence 
Annadurai had foretold the armed uprisings and bloodlettings in Punjab and the 
northeastern states. | 


"Even during the days of the emperors Ashoka, Kanishkar, Samudra Gupta and Akbar, 
India was not a single country. 


"If India is divided into many countries, each country could develop its economy 
according to its circumstances. It would also put an end to one region robbing the 


resources of another. All races can achieve equality only if each race has its own country 
and government. We fear the thought of one race living under the rule of another. This 
fear gives birth to violent rebellion. It is necessary to divide India racially to prevent such 
violent revolutions. The reason one race has not choked another race to death in India so 
far is the British guns. When the British leave, India will become a killing field [unless it 
is divided into different countries on racial basis]." [Translator's Note: Again Annadurai 
is foretelling the armed uprisings and bloodlettings in Punjab and the northeastern states. ] 


More detailed narrative and analysis of Dravidian parties' activities towards Dravida 
Nadu and Tamil Nadu independence may be found in Volume 2. 


[First Published: September 2005] 
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4. 
Protest Against Hindi in Tamil Nadu Schools (1946) 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
ABBREVIATIONS 


CBSE - Central Board of Secondary Education 
DK - Dravidar Kazhagam 
DMK - Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 


The Congress ministry of Madras Province introduced Hindi as a compulsory subject in 
schools again in 1946. (Hindi was first introduced by the Congress ministry in 1938 and 
was withdrawn in 1940 after massive protests against it. Hindi was made a compulsory 
subject again in 1942 and withdrawn again after protests. Hindi was being introduced the 
third time in 1946.) Dravidar Kazhagam spearheaded the agitation against it. Party 
President Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy asked his top lieutenant C. N. Annadurai to head the 
agitation. After many protest marches with support from the general public, the 
provincial government again withdrew Hindi. This "on-off" game continued for some 
more years. Then Hindi continued as an optional subject in schools for some years. 


The final chapter was written to this hide-and-seek game in 1968 when the DMK state 
government under Chief Minister C. N. Annadurai, which came to power for the first 
time in 1967, removed Hindi from schools under its control once and forever. The 
succeeding Chief Ministers M. Karunanidhi, M. G. Ramachandran and Jeyalalithaa 
Jeyaram (all from Dravidian parties) refused to allow Hindi in schools under state 
government jurisdiction in spite of suggestions from Indian Government ministers. Indian 
Government's response was to sanction hundreds of schools in Tamil Nadu under its 
direct jurisdiction (CBSE scheme) bypassing the state government. Hindi is taught in 
these schools but Tamil is optional there. 


[A comprehensive history of Anti-Hindi Imposition Agitations may be found in "Hindi 
Imposition Papers: Volume 3" by Thanjai Nalankilli (to be published in early 2021)]. 


[First Published: September 2005] 


Back to Table of Contents or Scroll down for the next chapter 


5. 
August 15, 1947: A Day of Joy or Grievance? 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


The British colonial rulers announced that they would leave the Indian Subcontinent on 
August 15, 1947. The British colonial possessions in the subcontinent would be divided 
into two countries: India and Pakistan. Madras Province would become part of India. 
(Madras Province consisted of much of today's Tamil Nadu State, parts of Andhra 
Pradesh State and a few other pieces of adjacent areas.) 


Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) held meetings in towns and cities throughout the Madras 
Province (mostly in Tamil areas) on July 1, 1947 to explain to the public the need for 
independent Dravida Nadu, separate from India. This was the first step in gathering 
further public support and agitating for independence. 


DK President Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy Naicker announced that Dravidians should 
observe August 15, 1947 as a day of mourning, because, from that day, Dravidians would 
be ruled by northerners and Aryans who dominated the Congress Party and thus the 
Indian Government. He made this announcement without consulting the second level 
leaders, including General-Secretary Annadurai. Annadurai had a differing view on 
August 15, 1947. He published his disagreement with Periyar in his magazine Dravida 
Nadu. He took the position that Dravidians should celebrate the departure of British 
colonial rulers. It was Periyar who inducted Annadurai into politics. Ever since, 
Annadurai was his protégé. Annadurai's public disagreement over August 15 soured his 
relationship with his mentor. They will reconcile only in October 1948, as will be 
discussed in the next chapter. (Not everyone disagreed with Periyar. Many party cadres 
and leaders agreed with Periyar's position.) 


While Periyar and Annadurai took diametrically opposite views on whether to mourn or 
celebrate the Indian Independence Day, their views on the status of Dravidians in post- 
British India was the same. They both held the view, and stated in their respective 
statements, that Dravidians would be dominated by northerners and Aryans in post- 
British India and the solution was to gain independence for Dravida Nadu. It is a matter 
of viewing August 15, 1947 as "glass half-full" or "glass half-empty". Periyar E. V. 
Ramaswamy Naicker saw the departure of the British and the transfer of power to a 
northern, Aryan dominated Indian Government as a sad event in Dravidian history. 
Annadurai saw the end of British colonial rule as a step towards independent Dravida 
Nadu--first independence from the British, next independence from northerners and 
Aryans. This view was clearly spelled out in Annadurai's statement (article) published in 
his magazine Dravida Nadu. Here are some excerpts from that announcement (translated 
by author from Tamil). Materials within square parentheses [ ] are by the translator to 
clarify and put matters within proper context. 


"We have opposed British rule from 1939 onwards. It has been our wish for years that 
foreign rule should end. But Congress Party wishes to replace British rule with Aryan 


rule. That is why we oppose the Congress Party. Just because we oppose the Congress, 
we should not be considered opponents of independence [from British rule]. We had 
condemned that British rule helped the Aryans and that the British are paving the way for 
Congress Party to succeed them as rulers. ... We should consider the day on which 
British rule ends [that is, August 15, 1947] as a day of celebration. 


"People have not realized, as much as we do, that the new government [post-British 
Congress Government] is in the hands of northerners. The new rule [of northerners] 
could be ended in the same way the British rule was ended if we enlighten the people that 
northerners would rob the wealth of the south by dominating the Indian 
Government. 


"It took the Congress Party sixty years to achieve their goal [of independence for India]. 
It took only six years for Jinnah to achieve his goal [of a separate, independent 
Pakistan]. This shows that if a race is determined to get its rights, no one can stop it from 
achieving it. So we may consider August 15th [the day of independence for both India 
and Pakistan] as a day of hope that achieving independent Dravida Nadu may not take 
sixty years but just six years. 


"Independent Dravida Nadu is our life principle. ... We have organized public 
meetings on July 1, 1947 to explain to the public the need for Dravida Nadu 
independence. So there is no need to organize meetings again on August 15, 1947 to 
explain the need for Dravida Nadu independence while others are celebrating 
independence from British rule. 


"We are still in the stage of explaining the need for independent Dravida Nadu to the 
people. We have not done even that sufficiently. We are still in the initial stages of 
explaining our goal and garnering support. We have not yet reached the "state of war". 
We do not yet have the scars of sacrifice. We do not yet have a Kumaran or a 
Chidambaram Pillai [see Author's Notes at the end]. We are still at the stage of 
gathering an army of braves like Thalamuthu and Natarajan who sacrificed their lives in 
the anti-Hindi agitations [in 1939]. We have not yet started the war. So questions of 
victory and defeat do not arise. Independence for Dravida Nadu is a legitimate demand. 
We will not achieve our goal by merely explaining our goal to the public; we will win 
only after the blood of the martyrs is spilled. We will achieve victory only after numerous 
cadres think that jail cells [in the fight for Dravida Nadu] are like parks where birds 
sing. [In other words, only after numerous people are ready to die or go to jail can we 
expect independence for Dravida Nadu. ] 


"August 15, 1947 is the end of 200 years of humiliation [of British rule]. This is a good 
day for Dravidians, not a day of mourning. ... I believe that August 15, 1947 is the day in 
which we gain respect in the world. I think that there is no mistake or betrayal in 
celebrating August 15, 1947. 


"If the party (DK) and party president think that my actions are wrong and expel me from 
the party, I will still continue to work from outside the party, on social reform, economic 
equality and independence for Dravida Nadu." 


[NOTES: (1) Before 1939, DK's forerunner, the Justice Party, held the view that British 
should not leave until Brahmin dominance of South Indian politics is reduced and 
Dravidians have taken their legitimate place. (2) Kumaran lost his life during a 
demonstration against British rule; Chidambharam Pillai was jailed and forced to pull an 
oil press (like an ox) for his participation in anti-British efforts. ] 


[First Published: October 2005] 
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6. 
Dravida Nadu Separation Conference and Periyar's Successor 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


"Dravida Nadu Separation State-Conference" (Dravida Nadu Pirivinai Maanila 
Maanaadu) was held on October 14, 1947 in Cuddalore (Cudalore). A former Congress 
member and a well-known Tamil writer, V. Kalyanasundara Mudaliar, popularly known 
as "Thiru Vee Kaa (Thiru Vi Ka)", gave a lengthy speech about the Aryan-Dravidian 
conflict. The conference passed a unanimous resolution that "Dravida Nadu should 
become a separate, independent country", and urged people to work stridently for it. 


"Dravidar Kazhagam Independent State Conference" (Dravidar Kazhaga Thani Maanila 
Maanaadu) was held on October 23 and 24, 1948 in Erode. Thiru Vee Kaa unveiled the 
map of Dravida Nadu. Annadurai who stayed away from major Dravidar Kazhagam 
meetings after his disagreement with Periyar on the August 15 issue (see Chapter 5), 
attended this conference. Periyar was also present at the conference as usual. Periyar 
made an important announcement. He said that he no longer could conduct the affairs of 
Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) alone, and that he was handing over the responsibilities to C. 
N. Annadurai. He lavished Annadurai with praise as a well-educated intellect, prolific 
writer and great orator. 


[First Published: November 2005] 
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7. 
Periyar Drops a Bombshell 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


C. R. Rajagopalachari and Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy Naicker were once Congress Party 
members and friends. After Periyar left the Congress Party because of his perception of 
Brahmin domination of the party, they became bitter political enemies. Rajaji was a 
Brahmin and stood against virtually everything Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) stood for. Yet 
Rajaji and Periyar continued to be personal friends. (Rajagopalachari was also known as 
Rajaji and Acharyar.) 


Periyar met the then Indian Governor-General Rajaji on May 14, 1949. When DK leaders 
asked him about the meeting Periyar replied that they discussed personal matters. Upon 
further pressure from party leaders, including C. N. Annadurai, Periyar published a 
statement in his newspaper Viduthalai on June 19, 1949. (Viduthalai means "freedom"). 
The statement said that he no longer was able to travel around and carry on with his work 
as before because of health. He added that he did not see anyone who would be able to 
take responsibility of his work. So he was to appoint a heir, and he discussed that matter 
with Rajaji. (Periyar was 72 at that time.) 


Then Periyar dropped a bombshell just nine days later. He published a statement in 
Viduthalai on June 28, 1949 that he was planning to make Miss K. A. Maniammai his 
heir. He said that he also intended to make Maniammai a trustee of party funds, along 
with unnamed four or five others. Miss Maniammai was in her mid-twenties and was a 
relatively new party activist. Her late father Kanakasabai Mudhaliar of Vellore was a 
party member. Upon his death a few years before, Maniammai came to work for Dravidar 
Kazhagam. She became Periyar's personal assistant taking care of him. Periyar, a long- 
time widower with no children, was in his late sixties when Maniammai became his 
personal assistant. As of 1949, she was taking care of Periyar for about five years. 
Periyar's decision to name a relatively new party activist as his heir shocked many party 
leaders and cadres. Most party leaders had been with him for many years and had 
participated in various agitations and gone to jail. 


Then a newspaper broke the news that Periyar had applied for Periyar-Maniammai 
registered marriage. Date of the application was June 18, 1949. He might have written the 
June 19 statement in Viduthalai at about the same time he applied for marriage 
registration. 


Many party cadres and leaders thought that marriage between Periyar in his seventies and 
Maniammai in her twenties went against the very rationalist principles DK and Periyar 
preached. Periyar explained that the marriage was to make Maniammai his legal heir and 
nothing more. Party leaders were also angry that Periyar was, in effect, anointing 
Maniammai as his successor to lead the party, superseding senior party leaders. Not 
everyone was opposed to the marriage. Many party leaders and cadres stood with Periyar. 


Telephone calls and telegrams from party leaders from many parts of the Madras 
Province came to Periyar asking him not to go through with the marriage. The first one to 
act was E. V. K. Sampath. He was a top leader in DK and manager of Viduthalai 
newspaper. He resigned his position with Viduthalai. He might have hurt feelings not 
only as a party leader but also as a close family member. He was Periyar's nephew (older 
brother's son). 


A delegation consisting of Kudanthai K. K. Neelamegam, N. V. Natarajan, S. 
Guruswamy (Editor of Viduthalai), Vellore Thirunavukkarasu and Cuddalore 
Guruswamy met with Periyar and asked him not to proceed with the marriage. Periyar 
did not budge. Then a second delegation comprising T. M. Parthasarathy, Kanji 
Manimozhiyar, Kannapiran and C. V. Rajan also met Periyar and asked him to cancel the 
wedding. Periyar refused. 


A number of regional leaders, individually or in small groups, issued statements that they 
would not participate in party activities under Periyar because they were against the 
impending marriage. Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) Administrative Committee (Nirvaka 
kuzhu) met in Thennoor on July 10, 1949 and passed a resolution asking Periyar not to 
proceed with the marriage. After the resolution was passed, the committee received a 
telegram that the marriage had taken place. So their resolution had no longer any 
meaning. 


In the coming days and weeks party cadres and leaders met in small and large groups to 
discuss the marriage and party's future. One group stood loyal to the party president 
Periyar. Another group did not want to engage in party activities under Periyar's 
leadership. The "rebel leaders" met on July 30, 1949 and decided to publish their own 
daily newspaper to present their views and to counter views expressed in Periyar's 
newspaper Viduthalai. The first issue of the new newspaper Malai Mani (Evening Bell) 
hit the newsstands on August 10, 1949. C. N. Annadurai was the editor and R. 
Nedunchezhian was the chief deputy editor. (More about Malai Mani in Chapter 12.) 


[First Published: December 2005] 


Back to Table of Contents or Scroll down for the next chapter 


8. 
Birth of Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Dravidar Kazhagam Administrative Committee (Nirvaka Kuzhu) met on September 17, 
1949 in Chennai. Periyar did not attend. Members discussed the situation in the aftermath 
of Periyar-Maniammai marriage. Following these discussions, C. N. Annadurai read out a 
statement. Here are the key points of that statement (translated from Tamil by author. 
Words within square parentheses are added by translator for clarification): 


"Dravidar Kazhagam work has stopped for the past two months because many cadres do 
not wish to work under the leadership of Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy Naicker [because of 
their displeasure with the marriage]. The "rebels" have the majority to replace Periyar 
as party president. But is it the right action at this time? Linguistic imperialism has been 
established [referring to making Hindi the official language of India]. State legislatures 
have been reduced to Delhi's [Indian Central Government's] puppets on a string. 
Workers problems are increasing. Economic situation in the country is deteriorating. Is it 
the right time to vote for replacing Periyar as DK President? We could call a special 
meeting, pass a no-confidence motion against Periyar and elect a new leader. But we 
know that Periyar would not accept it. He would continue to act as DK President. So 
there would be two Dravidar Kazhagams; one under Periyar and another under the new 
leadership. This would pave way for opportunists and fascists to destroy the country. 
Even if we win after prolonged action, the quarrels between the two groups would result 
in public disapproval. Thus removing Periyar would not strengthen our efforts in 
achieving our basic goals. What are important are not the Dravidar Kazhagam party 
label. What is important is our goals and our action plans [to achieve our goals]. So I 
suggest that we form a new party under the name "Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam" 
(DMK) (Dravidian Progressive Party). [When Annadurai talks of "our goals", he was 
referring to Dravidar Kazhagam's basic ideals and goals we discussed in Chapter 2. He 
was not referring to the "goal" of removing Periyar leadership. This is evident when one 
reads the complete statement. |" 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) considers the day of this statement (September 17, 
1949) as the date of birth of the party. 


Following Annadurai's statement, the Administrative Committee passed a resolution to 
form an Organization Commmittee (Amaippu Kuzhu). Members of the Committee were 
K. K. Neelamegam, A. Siththaiyan, K. V. K. Swamy, S. Muthu, G. Parangusam, K, 
Govindaswamy, and N. V. Natarajan. 


The Organization Committee met the next morning (September 18, 1949) and issued a 
statement forming the new party, Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) (Dravidian 
Progressive Party). They also formed a 110-member General Committee (Pothu Kazhu) 
and a few smaller committees, such as the Finance Committee (Nithi Kuzhu) and the 
Publicity Committee (Pirachchaara Kuzhu). The Organization Committee invited C. N. 


Annadurai to become its first General-Secretary. This was the top post in the party. The 
president post was kept open (supposedly for Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy Naicker to 
occupy it when and if he wishes to come over to DMK and unite with them). The 
president post was kept open for many years until a political crisis necessitated the filling 
of the post. This was after the death of C. N. Annadurai. We will discuss it in a later 
chapter. 


The design of the DMK flag was as follows: A two-colour rectangular flag with the top 
half black and the bottom half red. Black color reflected the dark political, economical 
and social situation of Dravidians. Red color signified "rising sunlight" that removes the 
darkness. The red rises from the bottom and is expected to slowly remove all the 
darkness. Years later when DMK contested elections, it would take "rising sun" as the 
party symbol. 


Inaugural function of Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) was held on the evening of 
September 18, 1949 at Royapuram Robinson Park in Chennai. Peththampalayam 
Palaniswamy presided over the function. Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam was born. A new 
chapter in the history of Dravidian parties has begun. 
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9. 
Early Years of DMK (DK and DMK: A Two-Barrel Gun) 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Within a month of its inauguration, Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) established 
over 600 branch offices and reached membership of over 50,000 (almost all of them 
crossing over from Dravidar Kazhagam (DK)). Starting from his inauguration speech on 
September 18, 1949, party General-Secretary C. N. Annadurai emphasized at many 
meetings that DMK stood for the same basic ideals of DK. He repeatedly said that the 
only reason for splitting from DK was DK President Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy's 
behaviour. He said that DK and DMK are like a two-barrel gun aiming at the same target. 


DMK leaders set a busy agenda for the party, projecting a dynamic image among the 
public. Often, DK and DMK protested against the same things. However, instead of 
holding joint protests, they held separate protest marches and demonstrations, each trying 
to outdo the other. 


On May 2, 1950 the Madras State Government issued an order making Hindi a 
compulsory subject in both middle and high schools (grades 6 to 11). Under intense 
opposition from a wide spectrum of the Tamil population, with DK and DMK playing 
lead roles in the protest demonstrations, government again removed Hindi as compulsory 
subject. It issued an order to that effect on July 18, 1950. 


Another issue that came to boil in the early years of DMK was caste-based reservation 
in professional college admissions. In the 1930s, the then Justice Party government of 
Madras Presidency passed a law reserving seats in professional colleges on the basis of 
caste; this was to give non-Brahmins opportunities in professional fields. A group of 
students filed a lawsuit in 1950 contesting that the reservation law violated the new 
Indian constitution that came into effect on January 26, 1950. Madras High Court ruled in 
favor of this student group. Majority of the students in Madras and other parts of the state 
protested the high court ruling. DK and DMK also organized protest demonstrations. 
Eventually Madras government passed another law, bringing back caste-based admission 
to professional colleges. Over the years thousands of non-Brahmin students benefited 
from this law. 


These two events established DMK as a solid force standing in guard of the Tamil people 
and non-Brahmins. DK was still a force in its own right. It was active. While DMK 
leaders still showed respect to their mentor Periyar (DK President), Periyar derided DMK 
and its leaders at public meetings. He referred to DMK leaders as kanneer thuligal (tear 
drops) because DMK leaders said that they left DK with tears in their eyes. 


Once the British rule ended, the new Congress government took more "oppressive 
measures" against both DK and DMK. Government made it difficult for these parties to 
publish newspapers and magazines, although it was unable to stop these publications. The 
government did ban some books and plays written by DK and DMK writers. The ban 


remained in effect for many years. Ban on some of the books were lifted only after 
Dravidian parties came to power in the late 1960s. 


[First Published: March 2006] 


Back to Table of Contents or Scroll down for the next chapter 


10. 
Censorship of Dravidian Voices 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) and later Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) had a number 
of excellent writers and orators. They published several magazines, published books and 
wrote stories, dialogs and songs for plays and movies. These publications, plays and 
movies attracted huge audiences. Some DK and DMK leaders were also first class orators 
who could keep audiences spell bound. These writings and speeches played a part in 
attracting the younger generation to DK and DMK. The Tamil nationalist theme of the 
writings and speeches found harmony with many scholars, teachers and students that 
many became members or sympathizers of DK and DMK. The rationalist ideals 
propagated through the writings and speeches also strung a chord with some. This 
annoyed, irritated and, to some extent, scared those opposed to the ideals of these parties. 
British rulers did not censor these views but once the British left the subcontinent in 1947 
and Congress Party came to power, Congress politicians made a concerted effort to choke 
the voices of the Dravidian parties. 


Madras State Government banned Pulavar Kuzhanthai's Ravana Kaaviyam in 1948. 
Pulavar Kuzhanthai wrote this epic poetry at the suggestion of Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy 
Naicker. This was an "alternate epic" or anti-thesis to to the famous Hindu epic 
Ramayanam. Ravanan, the villain of Ramayanam, is the hero of this epic. It should be 
noted that Ravanan was presented as mostly a honourable man even in Ramayanam. The 
book was published in 1946. Even some of those who did not agree with the theme and 
storyline of this epic praised its poetic excellence. Ban was imposed in 1948. Twenty- 
three years later, in 1971, the then DMK state government under chief minister 
Karunanidhi removed the ban. 


In May 1949 the state government sent a notice to Annadurai's Dravida Nadu magazine 
that it has to pay a 3000 Rupees deposit because of its editorials on April 4 and 18, 1948. 
This action was brought forth under an old British law passed to harass publishers of anti- 
British views. Now the newly formed Indian Government (or its surrogate Madras State 
Government) was using it to harass those who publish views opposed to it. In 1949, 3000 
Rupees was sizable money. Annadurai called for donations from party members and 
readers, and paid the deposit. But he appealed the government order and the Madras High 
Court ruled that no such deposit was needed. Government returned the money to 
Annadurai and he returned it to those who made the donations. 


Government also banned Annadurai's book Aariya Maayai in 1949 (a direct translation 
of the book title would be "Aryan Magic" but a contextual translation would be "Aryan 
Trickeries"). The book provides extensive quotes from a number of authors, some dating 
back to 1807, about the history and philosophies of Aryans. Though it has much useful 
and interesting information, it is also at times "crude" with occasional "low blows" on 
Brahmins. It was typical of the writings and teachings of Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy, 
Annadurai and some other top Dravidian leaders in the 1940s. Periyar continued to 


espouse his anti-Brahmin views until his death. However Annadurai toned down his 
rhetoric against Brahmins with a view of entering election politics. Today (year 2006) 
none of the Dravidian parties in election politics make critical comments about Brahmins. 


Coming back to Annadurai's book Ariya Maayai, this small book was first published in 
1943. At the time the book was banned in 1949, it was in its third printing and over 
15000 copies had been sold. Government also filed a lawsuit against the author 
Annadurai and the publisher. Tiruchi Court fined Annadurai 700 Rupees (or 6 months 
imprisonment if he failed to pay) and fined the publisher Kannappan 500 Rupees fine (or 
4 months imprisonment if he failed to pay). Annadurai chose to go to prison instead of 
paying the fine. DMK organized protests throughout the Tamil areas of Madras State; 
government relented and released him after ten days. Annadurai appealed the ban of 
Ariya Maayai and the High Court ruled in 1951 that the ban was illegal. Several prints of 
the book had come out since then. However DMK does not talk about this book in recent 
years lest they irritate their political allies in New Delhi, many of whom are 
Brahmins/Aryans. (During the ban on Ariya Maayai, DMK volunteers in North Arcot 
District read the book to groups of people in 150 villages. Such was the ardor of DMK 
cadres in those early years of DMK.) 


The state government filed a case against the author of the book "Karuppu Sattai Oziya 
Venduma?" claiming that it was creating communal tension. The court found the author, 
P. Selvaraj, innocent on August 24, 1950. [The title of the book may be loosely translated 
as "Should the black shirts die off?" Many DK volunteers wore black shirts in those days 
(color of their flag) and thus called black shirts. ] 


Government also banned some plays written by Annadurai and other DK/DMK leaders. 
DMK Executive Committee (Seyarkuzhu) decided to violate the ban. On October 23, 
1950 it wrote to district offices to stage these plays in spite of the ban. Attempts were 
made to stage the plays in many towns but police stopped the plays. 


This chapter illustrates the extent to which the post-British government went on to 
suppress Dravidian points of view. Within two decades the Dravidian parties came to 
power and moderated their views in order to increase their voter base. But Tamil 
nationalist perspectives are still suppressed in Tamil Nadu (as of this writing in 2006). 
Tamil nationalist meetings are often banned on some excuse. Tamil nationalist magazines 
are sometimes confiscated and editors harassed. 
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11. 
1950-1951: First DMK State Conference and Other Activities 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
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1. Baton Changes Hands 


Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) and its predecessor, Neethi Katchi (Justice Party), influenced 
the Tamil society from 1916 to 1950 and set the course for changes in the social and 
political fronts for years to come. From then on it was DMK and its offshoots that made 
their marks in Tamil Nadu, especially in the political arena. Though Dravidar Kazhagam 
(DK) was still active and had substantial membership, it was the young Dravida 
Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) that was in public view more and more in the early 1950s 
and then on. The baton has already changed hands from DK to DMK. 


2. First DMK State Conference 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) had a very busy agenda in 1950 and 1951. From its 
birth on September 17, 1949 to the end of 1951, it held 12 district conferences, number of 
special conferences such as the Students Conference, Women's Conference and Social 
Reform Conference, and numerous public meetings in every town and city in the Tamil 
areas of Madras State. These activities culminated with the First State Conference in 
Madras on December 13-16, 1951. 


An interesting display at the state conference was maps of all districts showing the 
mineral and agricultural wealth of each; in essence, DMK was showing that Tamil Nadu 
is viable as an independent country. Annadurai came to hoist the party flag on the 
evening of December 13, 1951. As he stood by the flag post, Dravida Nadu National 
Song was sung. Then he hoisted the flag amid thunderous shouts of "Dravida Nadu for 
Dravidians". In addition to the many speeches by party leaders, there were also music 
programmes throughout the conference. In addition a Telugu drama was staged on the 
first night (December 13) and Tamil dramas were staged on the second, third and fourth 
nights. 


3. In Search of a Daily Party Newspaper 


Malai Mani newspaper that served as DMK's official organ from August 10, 1949 ceased 
publication on July 20, 1950 because of financial losses (NOTE 1). Annadurai attempted 
to convert his magazine Dravida Nadu into a daily newspaper. He said that he would 
need 100,000 Rupees for the transition but received only about 13,500 Rupees in 
donations from party members and sympathizers. So that effort failed. Being in need of a 
party newspaper, Malai Mani was restarted with M. Karunanidhi as editor. It continued 
for two years and then again ceased publication. DMK leaders continued to seek ways to 
publish a daily newspaper again. The new DMK newspaper Nam Nadu (Our Country) 
came out on June 15, 1953 and continued for a few years. Annadurai was its editor. 
NOTE 1: DMK was formed only in September 1949 but Malai Mani was started in 
August 1949 to bring out the views of those who were rebelling against DK leadership 
and would later form DMK (see Chapter 7). 


4. Headquarters Building 


DMK needed a building to house its headquarters. A call for donations was issued, and 
received about 26,000 Rupees from members and supporters. DMK bought a building for 
30,000 Rupees in Madras (Chennai) on Surya Narayana Chetty Street. The building was 
named Arivagam (House of Wisdom). V. M. John opened the new headquarters building 
on December 2, 1951. 


5. Kuntathoor Meeting and Police Firing 


DMK planned to hold a public meeting in Kuntathoor (near Madras) on October 26, 
1950. Government banned that meeting. DMK went ahead with plans to hold the meeting 
in spite of the ban. N. V. Natarajan was to chair the meeting. He was arrested on his way 
to the meeting from Madras (Chennai). On hearing of the arrest, DMK cadres gathered in 
Kuntathoor started a protest march. Police lathi-charged (baton-charged) the protesters 
and also arrested a few. Still there was a crowd at the venue. So police opened fire on the 
crowd injuring a few. This high-handed police action generated some public sympathy 
for DMK. 


5. Black Flag Demonstrations 

DMkK's back flag demonstrations of 1950 and 1951 are discussed in Chapter 12. 

7. Other 

A “historical decision" about the 1952 general election was made at the DMK General 
Council meeting on November 17, 1951. This decision and the election activities are 
discussed in Chapter 13. 
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12. 
DMK's Black Flag Demonstrations of the 1950s 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


In 1950, the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) Executive Committee decided to show 
black flags to all Indian government ministers visiting Madras State (Tamilnadu). (At that 
time DMK held the view that the north-dominated Indian government was discriminating 
the state.) We discuss in this chapter some significant black flag demonstrations of the 
1950s. 


DMK cadres showed black flags to Indian government minister Diwahar on September 9, 
1950, when he came to Madras (Chennai) to participate in the graduation ceremony of 
Thyagaraya Nagar Hindi School. Black flags were shown again the next day when he 
went to Kanchipuram. 


Another black flag demonstration took place on October 24, 1950 during 
Rajagopalachari's visit to the state. (Rajagopalachari (Rajaji) was at that time an Indian 
government minister. He was the Prime Minister of Madras Province in the 1930s and 
would again become the Chief Minister of Madras State in 1952.) Over 1000 DMK 
volunteers took part in the demonstrations. They stood with black flags on either side of 
the road through which Rajaji would travel to attend a function at a YMCA student 
hostel. In an attempt to disburse them before Rajaji arrived, police beat them with batons 
(lathis). Many, including the noted Tamil scholar K. Appadurai, were injured. Over sixty 
were arrested. Though the crowd disbursed following the baton charge (lathi charge), 
many re-assembled and showed black flags to Rajaji when he left the function. 


Another Indian government minister Harikrishna Mahatab was virtually stalked by DMK 
cadres with black flags throughout his travels in the state. Black flags were shown to him 
on January 7, 1951 in Madras, on January 8 in Trichi, on January 11 in Dindugal and on 
January 12 on Madurai. 


Munshi faced black flags in Madras on February 1, 1951; Gopalswamy Iyengar in 
Madras on May 15, 1951; Jagajivanram in Salem on July 15, 1951, in Coimbatore on 
July 17 and in Madurai on July 19. Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru was greeted with 
black flags in Kolar on July 16, 1951. (Kolar was known for its gold mines in those 
times.) 


The above is a partial list of black flag demonstrations when Indian government ministers 
visited Madras State. Probably 1950 and 1951 saw the most number of black flag 
demonstrations. Then DMK gave up showing black flags to each and every Indian 
government minister visiting Madras State but showed black flags or hoisted black flags 
for specific reasons. 


A notable black flag demonstration was against the then Indian Prime Minister 
Jawaharlal Nehru in 1958. The previous year Jawaharlal Nehru had called protests and 


statements by DK and DMK leaders against Hindi imposition and issues as "nonsense". 
To protest this, DMK planned black flag demonstrations on January 6, 1958 when Nehru 
visited the state. State police banned all public meetings and processions for 15 days from 
December 31, 1957 in order to thwart these demonstrations. DMK called it an 
infringement of their freedom of speech and decided to defy the ban. 


DMK announced a public meeting on January 3, 1958 at Thiruvallikeni Beach (Chennai). 
Police arrested Annadurai and a few other leaders on their way to the meeting. News of 
the arrests reached the people gathered at the meeting site. They shouted in Tamil "Long 
Live Annadurai! Down with Congress Rule!" (Anna Vaazha! Congress Aatchi Oziha!). 
Police baton-charged (lathi-charged) and tear-gassed the crowd. 


DMK continued with its plan for black flag demonstrations on January 6. So police 
arrested more DMK leaders on January 4 and 5. One of the most popular matinee idols 
and a member of DMK, M. G. Ramachandran, was one of those arrested. 


In spite of all the arrests and other police preventive measures, black flags were shown to 
Indian Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru on January 6, 1958 on his way from the 
Meenambakkam Airport (Chennai) to Guindy (a part of Chennai). There was lathi charge 
and some arrests. One of those arrested was A. P. Arasu, who would become the Mayor 
of Madras City (Chennai) in a few years. 


Many were hospitalized from the lathi charge. Two died as a consequence of the lathi 
charge. Angered by the lathi charge and tear gas, some demonstrators burnt a few 
government buses and looted a few stores. 


Those arrested were released in a few days. Annadurai himself was released after five 
days. Charges were filed against Annadurai and ten other leaders for defying the ban on 
public meetings and processions. They were fined 25000 Rupees, or ten days in jail if 
they failed to pay the fine. They all refused to pay the fine. So they were taken to jail but 
released after just two days. Government confiscated things from their houses and offices 
and auctioned them off to pay the fine. 


There were a number of black flag demonstrations including hoisting of black flags in the 
coming years. The last such demonstration (hoisting black flags) organized by DMK 
seems to be on January 26, 1965 against Hindi imposition. Two years later DMK won a 
landslide victory in the 1967 election because of the anti-Hindi-imposition sentiment 
among the Tamil people. [We will discuss 1965 and 1967 in more detail in later 
chapters. ] 


NOTE 1: K. Appadurai was known as "panmozi pulavar" (scholar of many languages). 
He had written well over a dozen books. He was a member of DMK and participated in 
the October 1950 black flag demonstration. Some years later he left DMK because of 
policy differences. He died a poor man. When some Tamil scholars approached the then 
Tamil Nadu Chief Minister M. Karunanidhi (DMK) to help his family financially, he 
refused. Some years later the Tamil Nadu government under Karunanidhi nationalized 


the books of many Tamil scholars and paid them or their families substantial sums as 
royalty. Panmozi PulavarAppadurai's books were among those nationalized and 
compensated. 
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13. 
1952 General Election 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) General Council (pothu kuzhu) met in Madurai on 
November 17, 1951. One of the important topics discussed at the meeting was the 
forthcoming 1952 general election for the Indian parliament and Madras State legislative 
assembly. The following resolution was passed: 


"In order to show our protest to the Indian constitution that was prepared according to the 
dictate of a single party [Congress Party] without understanding the views of the 
Dravidians and is harmful to the basic rights of the Dravidians, Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam would not field candidates in the 1952 election that is being held for the first 
time under that constitution." 


The general council also decided to support Communist Party candidates and other 
progressive candidates not belonging to the Congress Party who sign the following 
pledge. 


1) I support independent Dravida Nadu. 


2) If elected to the Madras State legislative assembly or Indian parliament, I will work for 
Dravida Nadu independence and other DMK ideals. 


3) If elected, I will garner support in the Madras State legislative assembly or Indian 
parliament for DMK plans to end corruption and dictatorial rule. [Author's Note: DMK is 
referring to Congress Party rule as dictatorial rule. ] 


The Communist Party which earlier sought DMK 's support refused to sign the pledge. 
But over one hundred independent candidates and candidates belonging to smaller parties 
agreed to signed the pledge. At the State Conference held in Madras (Chennai) in 
December 1951, DMK decided to support 45 of those candidates in the 1952 election. 


According to DMK semi-official history [T. M. Parthasarathy, Thee Mu Kaa Varalaaru 
(DMK History), Bharathi Nilayam, Chennai, 4-th Edition, 1984. This book has a preface 
by DMK General-Secretary C. N. Annadurai], over 40 candidates won state legislative 
assembly and parliamentary seats. This writer is unable to verify these numbers from 
independent news reports of that time. Official election results are of no help either 
because they indicate only party affiliation or independent candidature and not whether 
the candidate was supported by another party or organization like DMK. 


Congress Party did not win a majority in the state legislative assembly election but 
formed the state government with support from some independent candidates. 
Rajagopalachari (Rajaji) became Madras State Chief Minister. Communist Party became 
the chief opposition party. 


Dravida Munnetra Kazahagam's efforts to put together a group consisting of all those 
who won with its support came to naught when Toiler's Party (Uzaipppaalar Katchi) 
leader Ramaswamy Padayachchi accepted a minister position and joined the Congress 
Party. All Members of Legislative Assembly (MLA) from Toilers Party joined Congress, 
except A. Govindaswamy. 


Suyamprakasam, MLA put together a group of about 20 MLAs and formed the "Dravidar 
Parliamentary Party" and tried to work as a group in the legislative assembly. This group 
worked independent of DMK. Because of their low number in the legislative assembly 
they could not achieve anything and faded away. 


Commentary 


1952 general election was the first election after the end of British rule. Dravida 
Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) took the admirable position of supporting only candidates 
who would sign a pledge supporting its key ideals. Over half a century has passed as I am 
writing this article in 2007. DMK and its offshoot AIADMK (All India Anna Dravida 
Munnetra Kazhagam) have become powerhouses in Tamil Nadu politics but ally with 
political parties from the Hindi belt that do not support many of its key positions to which 
these Dravidian parties still pays lip service. Decisions on alliance are based on the other 
party's support fora DMK or AIADMK ministry at the state level and how many and 
which minister posts it would get at the Indian central government, irrespective of the 
allied party's political views. 
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14. 
Chittoor Agitation and the Three-Pronged Agitation of 1953 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
OUTLINE 


1. Introduction 

2. Chittoor Agitation (not part of the three-pronged agitation) 

3. The Three-Pronged Agitation of July 1953 

4. Agitation Against Nehru's Insult (one part of the three-pronged agitation) 
5. Commentary 


1. Introduction 


Nineteen fifty three was an active year for Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK). It 
initiated several demonstrations and also took part in others. 


2. Chittoor Agitation (not part of the three-pronged agitation) 


Chittoor agitation was not part of DMK's Three-Pronged Agitation of July 1953. Neither 
was it spearheaded by DMK. DMK took part in this agitation at the invitation of the 
organizers. 


In 1953 Madras State consisted of much of today's Tamil Nadu State and large parts of 
today's Andhra State (Andhra Pradesh); the former was predominantly Tamil speaking 
and the latter predominantly Telugu speaking. The Telegu speakers naturally wanted their 
own state and so those areas were separated from Madras State and Andhra State was 
formed in 1953. (There would be further India-wide reorganization of states in 1956.) 


Chittoor District had a very large Tamil population in some areas close to Madras State 
boundary and they wanted to be part of the Madras State instead of Andhra State (Andhra 
Pradesh). Tamilarasu Kazagam headed the agitation to transfer those areas from Andhra 
to Madras State. Tamilarasu Kazhagam head M. P. Sivanjanam asked DMK to participate 
in the agitation and it agreed. DMK volunteers stopped trains near Thiruththani for a few 
days as a form of protest and many were arrested. The agitation, however, did not 
succeed in its aim. 


Indian Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru called the agitation "nonsense" and this insult 
would seed another agitation, as we would see in Section 3. 


3. The Three-Pronged Agitation of July 1953 (""mum-munai poaraattam"') 


DMK Executive Committee (seyal kuzhu) met on July 13, 1953 at the headquarter 
building in Madras and passed resolutions regarding the three-pronged agitation already 
planned. 


1) July 14, 1953: E. V. K. Sampath to head demonstrations in front of Chief Minister 
Rajagopalachari's house (Rajaji's house) in Madras protesting his newly introduced 
"caste-based education scheme". More information about Rajaji's "caste-based 
education" scheme may be found in Chapter 15. (Notes: E. V. K. Sampath was DK 
President Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy's nephew. He was a founding member of DMK. The 
"caste-based education" was called kula vazhi kalvi thittam or kulaththozhil kalvi thittam 
by its critics in Tamil.) [Note: Official name of the proposed education sysyem was 
"Modified Scheme of Elementary Education". Very few people used this name except in 
official documents. Hereditary education policy, hereditary/caste education scheme, 
family vocation based education and Rajaji's education scheme are some of the other 
names people used. The Tamil name "kula vazhi kalvi thittam" (loosely translated as 
"caste-based education scheme") is the one used by many of the opponents of the scheme. 
DMK's English language website also uses the name "caste-based education policy" 
(seen in August 2012).] 


2) July 15, 1953: M. Karunanithi to head demonstrations in Dalmiyapuram to change the 
town's name from Dalmiyapuram to Kallakudi. 


3) July 15, 1953: DMK branch offices to carry out rail-stopping agitations throughout 
Madras State in protest of Indian Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru calling the Chittoor 
agitation a "nonsense". 


Around the time the executive committee meeting was about to end, around 7:30 PM, 
police came and arrested C. N. Annadurai, R. Nedunjchezhian, E. V. K. Sampath, K. A. 
Mathiazhagan and N. V. Natarajan. They were later sentenced to be held under guard 
until the court proceedings ended (that is just a few hours under guard) and 500 Rupees 
fine each. A very light sentence. However failure to pay the fine would result in three 
months imprisonment. All five chose to go to prison instead of paying the fine. 


Coming back to the three-pronged agitation, they were held as scheduled. Police resorted 
to lathi charges (baton charges), tear gassings, arrests and even shootings to break up the 
agitation. DMK held statewide protest meetings on September 13, 1953 against these 
police "high-handedness" during the three-pronged agitation. There were a few local 
protests on other days too. DMK cadres also showed black flags to Chief Minister Rajaji 
in Madras, Kanchipuram and North Arcot as protest to his "high-handed" handling of the 
agitation and the imprisonment of DMK leaders. There were also black flag 
demonstrations in September and October 1953 before the state governor Prakasa in 
Katpadi, Valaja and Vellore, before minister U. Krishna Rao in Valaja, before Indian 
Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru and Madras State Governor Prakasa in Madras, before 
Nehru and Rajaji in Madurai and before Nehru in Coimbatore. 


We will discuss the July 15 agitation against Jawaharlal's insult in the next section. The 
other two agitations (the agitations against Rajaji's caste-based education and Kallakudi 
agitation) will be discussed in Chapters 15 and 16, respectively. 


4. Agitation Against Nehru's Insult (one part of the three-pronged agitation) 


As planned, DMK volunteers stopped trains on July 15, 1953 either by lying on railway 
tracks or by pulling the "danger chain" from within the trains (driver would immediately 
stop the train if a passenger pulled the danger chain). This happened in Chennai 
(Madras), Chithamparam, Coimbatore (Kovai), Madurai, Thiruvannamalai, 
Thooththukudi (Tutucorin) and other places. Police lathi-charged the crown in 
Coimbatore and since even this did not break up the demonstrations opened fire. Four 
died and about 20 were injured. A number of people were arrested in Chennai (around 
182), Chithamparam, Coimbatore (around 300) Madurai (over 100), Thiruvannamalai 
(around 38) and Thooththukudi (around 26). Total arrests on July 15 were over 5000. 
Many stores in Madurai and Thoothukudi closed protesting police actions in 
Thoothukudi. 


A few of the arrested received jail sentences ranging from a few months to over a year. 
Some sentences were later reduced on appeal. 


5. Commentary 


We presented these agitations in some detail here to show that DMK, in its early years, 
was confrontational with both the state and central governments when it thought Tamil 
interests were compromised. DMK members made many sacrifices in those days as seen 
above (beaten, tear-gassed, imprisoned and shot at). This is a far cry from the DMK of 
the 1990s and beyond (after it became the ruling party in the state and started having 
ministerial positions at the central government). It became the establishment party and 
was more interested in clinging to power in the state and saying "yes" to the Indian 
central government even when Tamil interests were severely compromised. This is true 
of DMK's offshoot AIADMK (All India Anna Dravida Munnertra Kazhagam) also. 


This is not to say that they do not voice concern about injustices to Tamil people; they do 
raise their voice now and then. But, in most cases, they do not engage in major agitations 
to drive home the point. DMK and AIADMK no longer have the vigour and veracity of 
their early years. Even in spite of this flaw, I would rather vote for a Dravidian or Tamil- 
Nadu-centric party than for Congress or Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP). Their collective 
leadership is in the Hindi belt and they have very little concern for Tamil Nadu. State 
leaders of these parties do not have the clout within the party to protect Tamil Nadu 
interests. 
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15. 


Agitations Against Rajaji's Caste-Based Education Policy 
(Rajaji's Modified Scheme of Elementary Education - 1953) 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
OUTLINE 


1. Background 

2. Protest Demonstrations 

3. Defeat of Rajaji's Education Scheme 
4. Rajaji's Resignation and Kamaraj Rule 


[Note: Official name of Rajaji's education system was "Modified Scheme of Elementary 
Education". Very few people used this name except in official documents. Hereditary 
education policy, hereditary/caste education scheme, family vocation based education 
and Rajaji's education scheme are some of the other names people used. The Tamil name 
"kula vazhi kalvi thittam" (loosely translated as "caste-based education scheme") is the 
one used by many of the opponents of the scheme. DMK's English language website also 
uses the name "caste-based education policy" (seen in August 2012).] 


1. Background 


Madras State Chief Minister Rajagopalachari (Rajaji) brought forth a new educational 
scheme in 1953. According to this scheme, students went to school only for half-a-day 
and the rest of the day they learned what their parents did. It came as a shock to many 
non-Brahmin leaders. There were disproportionately far too many Brahmins in white- 
collar jobs from clerks to chief executive officers to judges to teachers to professors. In 
contrast there were far more farmers and low-wage blue-collar workers among non- 
Brahmin castes. According to Rajaji's scheme, most non-Brahmin students would learn 
such skills as farming, barbering, laundering, shoemaking and other low-wage skills for 
half-a-day while most Brahmin students would spend half the day on "white collar skills" 
leading to higher paying white collar jobs which were already dominated by Brahmins 
for years. 


Non-Brahmin leaders feared that this would perpetuate the status qua, thus benefiting the 
Brahmin caste. (Rajaji was a Brahmin.) Some of the critics called the new education 
scheme "caste-based education" (in Tamil they called it kula vazhi kalvi thittam or 
kulaththozhil kalvi thittam or kula kalvi thittam). Many non-Brahmin leaders believed 
that only a full-day education would bring more non-Brahmins into higher-level jobs and 
uplift their lives. Opposition to Rajaji's caste-based education scheme grew. Many non- 
Brahmin leaders and organizations vocally opposed it. Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) and 
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) played active roles in the opposition. 


2. Protest Demonstrations 


DMK assigned E. V. K. Sampath to head the agitations against Rajaji's caste-based 
education scheme. He and a group of volunteers were to hold demonstrations in front of 
Chief Minister Rajaji's house on July 14, 1953. Police lathi-charged (baton charge) the 
demonstrators to disburse them. They also arrested 20 people that day. One of those 
arrested was Sathyavani Muthu who was pregnant at that time. (A few years from then 
she would be elected to Madras State Legislative Assembly.) 


Another group of DMK volunteers demonstrated the next day and fourteen were arrested. 
Demonstrations continued for 15 days, and most days there were arrests. Maximum arrest 
during a single day during this agitation was 44. Police also lathi-charged to disburse the 
demonstrators on 4 of the 15 days. Police also tear-gassed the demonstrators couple of 
days. 


DMK suspended the agitation after 15 days as per its decision to hold these 
demonstrations only on days the state legislative assembly was in session. DK and some 
other organizations also held their own demonstrations against the caste-based education 
scheme. 


3. Defeat of Rajaji's Education Scheme 


Madras State legislative assembly discussed the proposed education scheme on July 29, 
1953. Two amendments were brought against the scheme. K. R. Viswanathan's 
amendment wanted the scheme to be postponed until an expert committee studied the 
scheme and presented its recommendations. K. P. Gopalan's amendment wanted the 
scheme scrapped. Minister C. Subramaniam opposed the introduction of these 
amendments but the speaker allowed them to be discussed and voted. There was 
opposition to the Rajaji scheme within the Congress Party itself. Vote on Gopalan's 
amendment was a 138-138 tie. Speaker Siva Shanmugam broke the tie by voting against 
the amendment. Viswanathan's amendment won with a 139-137 vote. Although Rajaji 
did not resign at the defeat of his proposal, with mounting opposition to him within the 
Congress Party itself, he resigned his chief minister position in 1954. Kamaraj (a non- 
Brahmin from the so-called backward caste of Nadar) became chief minister. Rajaji's 
"caste-based" education scheme died. 


Defeat of Rajaji's caste based education is of great importance in the history of 
Tamilnadu (Madras State). Had it been introduced and continued, it would have seriously 
impaired the upward mobility of non-Brahmins in the state. DK-DMK agitations 
educated and mobilized Tamil public against the scheme; this gave momentum and 
courage to many Congress Party members in the legislative assembly to rebel against the 
scheme brought by their own chief minister. 


4. Rajaji's Resignation and Kamaraj Rule 


Kamaraj who replaced Rajagopalachari (Rajaji) became a widely respected chief minister 
(1954 - 1963). He was not a polarizing figure. Even those who opposed his policies or 


voted against him seldom hated him. Even today, many in the Congress Party talk of 
bringing back "Kamaraj rule"; what they really mean is bringing back Congress Party 
rule. Such is the respect he still has among the Tamil populace. 


Kamaraj is known as kalvi vallal (loosely translated as "benevolent educator") because he 
made school education completely free. This led to poorer segments of society, especially 
from rural areas, sending their children to school and entering the white-collar job 
market. He reopened 6000 schools that Rajaji closed and opened about twice as many 
new ones, many of them in rural areas. He also introduced free lunch program for poor 
students (mid-day meals scheme). Today Tamil Nadu is in the forefront of technology 
jobs within India. Some of the credit should go to Kamaraj because he sowed the seeds 
for educational advancement of the masses. Without it Tamilnadu might not have the 
educated workforce essential for attracting technology firms. 


Although Kamaraj was never a member of a Dravidian party, he received support from 
Dravidar Kazhagam (DK). He was a friend of DK leader Periyar E. V. Ramaswamy 
(EVR). Periyar was a staunch supporter of Kamaraj's policies towards the uplift of non- 
Brahmins. While DK's offspring DMK opposed Congress Party and contested elections 
against Congress, DK opposed DMK and supported Congress in the 1957, 1962 and 1967 
elections, primarily because of Kamaraj. 
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Dalmiyapuram - Kallakudi Agitation (1953) 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
OUTLINE 


1. Background 

2. The Agitation 

3. A Partial Victory 

4. A Few Final Words 


1. Background 


Dalmiapuram was a small town near Lalgudi in Tiruchi District. The original name 
Kallakudi was changed to Dalmiapuram to honor the north Indian industrialist Dalmiya 
who set up a cement factory there. Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) orators 
thundered from platform to platform that naming a town in Tamilnadu after a north 
Indian industrialist was an insult to Dravidians. DMK decided to launch an agitation to 
change it to the original name Kallakudi. 


2. The Agitation 


On July 15, 1953 protesters pasted papers with the name "Kallakudi" on name boards 
painted with the name Dalmiapuram at the railway station. As the protest was going on, a 
train arrived at the station around 10 AM. Karunanidhi and four others laid on the railway 
track in front of the train. At no time was there any danger to them from the train. There 
was a large crowd participating or watching the demonstration and everyone knew that 
the train driver would not run over them. It was a symbolic gesture. Police arrested the 
five. 


A second batch of protesters laid on the rail track in front of the train at 11:30 AM. 26 
were arrested. 


A third group of about 40 led by Kannadasan laid on the track around 2:00 PM. This time 
police lathi charged the demonstrators (beat with police batons). People watching the 
protests shouted against the lathi charge. Since the lathi charge did not disperse the 
crowd, police opened fire and ten people were injured. Two train passengers, who had 
nothing to do with the protests, were also hit and died. 


Karunanidhi and the four others arrested with him were later sentenced to five months in 
prison and a fine of 35 Rupees each. Many of the others arrested were sentenced to two 
months in prison and 55 Rupees of fine each. Most of them, including Karunanidhi, 
chose not to pay the fines and spent one more month in jail. Karunadhi became a hero at 


this agitation and his popularity within the party rose. He was called "Kallakudi Veerar" 
(warrior of Kallakudi or hero of Kallakudi) because of his leadership of the agitation. 


Dalimiyapuram agitation did not end with July 15. The agitation continued on a smaller 
scale for one hundred days more under the leadership of C. P. Sittarasu. None were 
arrested during this time. 


3. A Partial Victory 


Indian and Madras State (former name of Tamil Nadu State) governments refused to 
change the name. Years later after DMK won the 1967 election and came to power in the 
state, the name Dalmiapuram was changed to Kallakudi with the consent of the Indian 
government. Only the railway station and the nearby areas are called Kallakudi. The 
location of the cement factory (Dalmia Cement (Bharat) Ltd.) and surrounding areas are 
still called Dalmiapuram Town and recognized as such by both the state and central 
governments. 


4. A Few Final Words 


Unlike the agitation against caste-based education (see Chapter14) or the anti-Hindi 
imposition agitations, the Dalmiapuram - Kallakudi agitation did not have a burning root 
cause or a lasting impact on Tamil Nadu. Yet this rather "unimportant" agitation became 
front-page news and a prominent event in the history of Dravidian parties because of the 
dramatic lying down before the train and the subsequent high-handed police actions. 
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17. 
Marshal Nesamani and the Formation of Kanyakumari District 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


In the mid-1950s, Tamils living in the erstwhile Travancore-Cochin State in the 
Kanyakumari-Nagercoil area wanted to separate from Travancore-Cochin and join 
Madras State. We will refer to the mostly Tamil speaking parts of southern Travancore 
region as Kanyakumari-Nagercoil area in this article. 


The agitation for the "Tamil areas" to separate from Travancore-Cochin and join Madras 
State was spearheaded by Travancore Tamil Nadu Congress (TTNC) headed by A. 
Nesamani. This was the dominant political party in the Kanyakumari-Nagercoil area. 
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK), which had only limited presence in this area, also 
participated in the agitation under the leadership of Nanjil Manoharan. Travancore- 
Cochin State government, headed by Chief Minister Pattam Thanu Pillai, ordered police 
to suppress the demonstrations and protest marches. Large numbers of people, including 
some local DMK leaders and volunteers, were arrested. Police also lathi-charged 
demonstrators in several places (lathi is a type of police baton made of wood). Police 
opened fire on demonstrators on August 11, 1955 in Marthandom, Kuzhithurai 
(Kulithurai) and Thoduvatti; seven people died. 


There were similar agitations in other parts of India too demanding the formation of 
linguistic states. A reluctant Indian government finally agreed and linguistic states were 
formed on November 1, 1956. Travancore-Cochin became Kerala for the Malayalam 
speaking people (Malayalis) and Madras State boundaries were redrawn for Tamil 
speaking people. Kanyakumari-Nagercoil area became Kanyakummari District (Kanya 
Kumari District) of Madras State. Travancore Tamil Nadu Congress (TTNC) merged 
with the Congress Party. 


NOTES: 

(1) Madras State was renamed Tamil Nadu after DMK came to power in the state. 

(2) A. Nesamani went on to become a member of parliament (MP) later. Nesamani is 
also spelled as Nesamany, Nesamony and Nesamoni. Some called him Marshal 
Nesamani because of his leadership of the Tamil speaking people of Travancore-Cochin. 
(3) Nanjil Manoharan went on to become a Tamil Nadu State minister several years later. 
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18. 
The 1956 DMK State Conference in Trichi 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam's State Conferences of the 1950s were gala events. Usually 
the conference chairman, in the company of other senior DMK leaders, would arrive at 
the venue in a horse-drawn chariot or some type of decorated vehicle. Even decorated 
elephants had been used to lead the procession. Of course, there were the parade of party 
cadres, cultural events and exhibitions. Colourful entry gate. Gun salutes. Flag hoisting to 
the thunderous shouts of the cadres. In addition to cadres from all over Madras State, a 
few cadres from the Tamil populations in Bangalore (Bengaluru), Bombay (Mumbai), 
New Delhi and a few other places would also attend the conference. 


The 1956 state conference in Trichi held from May 17 to 20 had all these and more. An 
important event of this conference was a poll conducted on the last day of the conference 
on whether DMK should contest the 1957 election. 56942 attendees voted "contest" and 
4203 voted "do not contest". So DMK leadership decided to contest the election. 


As we discussed in Chapter 13, DMK did not contest in the 1952 election but supported a 
number of candidates and some of them were elected. However most of these successful 
candidates did not support the DMK agenda after the election. This disappointed the 
DMK and thus the decision to contest in the 1957 election. 


(Trichi is also spelled as Trichy, Thiruchi and Thiruchy. The full name is Thiruchirapalli 
but is seldom used nowadays.) 
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19. 
Fast to Death of Sangaralingam and Renaming Madras State to Tamil 
Nadu 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


As the formation of linguistic states approached and boundaries of Madras State was to 
be redrawn to become a predominantly Tamil-speaking state, there was a call by some 
"Tamil patriots" to change the name Madras State to Tamil Nadu. Such a name change 
requires the consent of both the state and central governments. Neither seemed to be 
interested in the name change. Congress Party was in power in both the state and centre. 


Sangaralingam, a veteran Congress Party member who had participated in the agitations 
against British rule, went on a fast to death demanding that Madras State be renamed 
Tamil Nadu. Sangaralingam started his fast on July 27, 1956 and died fasting 78 days 
later on October 13, 1956. Even this did not change the minds of Congress Party leaders 
who were in power both in New Delhi (central government) and in Chennai (state 
government). 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK), which was also demanding the name change for a 
while, asked people to observe October 21, 1956 as Sangaralingam Memorial Day. 
Almost all parties except Congress participated. 


A little over 12 years later Madras State was renamed after both the state legislative 
assembly and the Indian parliament voted for the name change. How did it happen after 
all these years? DMK came to power in the state in 1967 after winning majority seats in 
the state legislative assembly election. C. N. Annaduarai became chief minister. The new 
legislative assembly passed a resolution to change the state name. Then the parliament, in 
which Congress Party had a majority, also passed a resolution and the name was changed 
on January 14, 1969. 


ANALYSIS 


Why was Congress Party that had majority in the state legislature until 1967 opposed to 
name the state Tamil Nadu until the victorious DMK passed the resolution in the state 
legislature? In all-India parties like Congress and BJP, Tamil Nadu state leaders have 
very little clout to protect Tamil Nadu's interests if those interests run counter to central 
leadership wishes. Central leadership in these parties have always been weighted in 
favour of Hindi politicians. 


Another reason suggested by some is that Tamil Congress leaders in Madras State 
wanted to keep the name "Madras State" because some Telugu leaders wanted Madras 
City to be part of the soon-to-be-created Andhra Pradesh State because there was sizable 
Telugu population in the city. This does make sense but the question remains, "why did 
they not change the name after Andhra Pradesh was created and the boundaries were 
marked and settled. There was little chance of Madras City going to Andhra after 1956. 


Why did not Congress Party that was in power in both the state and central governments 
until 1967 change the name in those 10 years? 


One possible reason is that Congress central leadership wants to destroy centuries or 
millennia old identities like Tamil, Telugu, Marathi, Bengali, etc. and create a new 
artificial Indian identity and Hindi-fy that identity, culturally and liguistically. That is 

also the reason for the Congress government of India putting roadblocks to the creation of 
linguistic states (states on the basis of language such as Gujarat (Gujarati), Karnataka 
(Kannada), Kerala (Malayalam), Maharashtra (Marathi), etc. It is easier to Hindi-fy 
hybrid states Madras State consisting mostly of Telugus and Tamils, Bombay State 
consisting mostly of Marathis and Gujaratis, etc. rather than language based states of 
Andhra (Telugu), Tamil Nadu, Maharashtra and Gujarat. 


Linguistic states were created in 1956 only after massive protests in many states in which 
many protesters were killed in police firing. 


RELATED INFORMATION 


Sangaralingam's fast-to-death is the third such death in the Indian subcontinent as of that 
time. The first was that of Jatindra Nath Das (a Bengali). While in Lahore jail, he went on 
the fast demanding equality for Indian political prisoners with those from Europe. He 
started it on June 15, 1929 and died fasting 63 days later on September 13, 1929. The 
second fast-to-death was that of Potti Sreeramulu (a Telugu). He went on hunger strike 
demanding the creation of a separate state for Telugus (Andhra Pradesh) with Madras 
City as its capital. He started the fast on October 19, 1952 and died on December 15, 
1952 due to health complications that arose during the fast. 


Gandhi and other top Congress leaders had gone on fast many times but always ended it 
before it became fatal. Only these three fasted to death to backup their demands. 


This writer is opposed to suicide by fasting or other means although he has great respect 
for these selfless patriots. Instead, if it is absolutely necessary, announce a fast of fixed 
number of days (10 days or 15 days, or whatever a reasonable limit is) and complete it. 
That would generate publicity for the cause and gain the attention of the public and 
political leaders. Mass one-day fast or two-days fast is another way of getting publicity 
for the cause especially if the number of fasters is in the hundreds or thousands. 
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20. 
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) and the 1957 Election 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam decided to contest in the 1957 election at its 1956 State 
Conference in Trichi (see Chapter 18). This is DMK's first direct entry into election; it 
did support some outside candidates in the 1952 election (see Chapter 13). 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam chose "rising sun" as its election symbol. It held a Special 
Election Conference on February 10, 1957 in Madras (Chennai). Speaking at the 
conference, party leader C. N. Annadurai said, "DMK is not entering the election to seek 
new status for us [DMK] but to get new status for Tamil Nadu" [Reference: Thee Mu Ka 
Varalaaru (DMK History), Tamil book by a senior DMK leader T. M. Paarthasarathi with 
a congratulatory message from M. Karunanidhi praising the book, 1984 Edition, p. 198]. 


One interesting fact is that Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) leader Periyar E.V. Ramaswamy 
campaigned against DMK and in support of the Congress Party because he liked the 
policies of Chief Minister Kamaraj (Congress). 


Elections in Madras State were held on March 1, 4, 6, 8 and 11, 1957. DMK won 15 
seats for the state legislative assembly and became the third largest party in the 
legislature. Congress won the highest number of seats followed by Congress Reform 
Committee (CRC), and then DMK. DMK won two seats for the Indian parliament. 


A notable defeat for DMK was that of R. Nedunjchezhian, the second in command of the 
party at that time. He contested for state legislature from Salem. C. N. Annadurai and M. 
Karunanidhi, both of whom would become state chief ministers in the ensuing years, 
were among those elected to state legislature. 


The fifteen elected DMK members were sworn in as Members of the Legislative 
Assembly (MLA) on April 29, 1957. This date marks the entry of DMK into the state 
legislative assembly with just 15 MLAs. In the years to come it would increase the 
count; and from 1967 on, DMK and its offshoot All India Anna Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam (AIADMK) would dominate the legislative assembly and form the state 
government alternately. The Congress Party, a giant in the 1950s, as well as other 
dominant "All India parties" like the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) would be reduced to 
"also ran" status; they may not be able to win even a single seat unless allied with DMK, 
AIADMK or other Tamil-centric parties. This is the situation as of this writing in 2018. 
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21. 
C. N. Annadurai Speeches and Writings about the 1957 Election Victory 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) General-Secretary (1949-1969) and Tamil Nadu 
Chief Minister (1967-1969) Arijnar C. N. Annadurai was a great orator and writer, and he 
often included in his speeches and writings tiny short stories, fables, similes, analogies 
and metaphors to drive home the points. Here are two he used to describe DMK's entry 
into Madras State legislative assembly (Tamil Nadu legislative assembly) in 1957. 


DMK did not contest in the 1952 election but did so in the 1957 election and won 15 
seats. Congress Party was still the dominant party in Tamil Nadu in 1957 with a majority 
in the legislative assembly. C. N. Annaduraai is describing the situation in his own style 
in his speeches and writings. 


1. New Passengers Entering a Crowded Train Compartment 


Madras State legislative assembly is like a crowded train compartment, with Congress 
members comfortably seated there. DMK is getting in at this station (1957). Please give 
some room for us and be used to our presence. 


People who were used to crowded train compartments could relate to this description. 
2. Aunty has Grown a Mustache 


"If aunty grew a mustache, will she become an uncle?" It sounds poetic and better in 
Tamil: 


"aththaikku meesai muLaichchaal, 
siththappaa aaki viduvaalo?" 


I think it is an old Tamil saying that Annadurai is using effectively in the context of the 
post-election situation. 


In the male-centric society of that time, uncles got more respect that aunts. "If an aunt 
grew a mustache, will she be respected like an uncle?", that was the saying. Now let us 
put it in the political landscape of mid-1950s Madras State (Tamil Nadu). Although DMK 
had a decent level of support and attracted huge crowds to its meetings, Congress Party 
leaders did not give them much respect because DMK had not cut its teeth in election 
politics and proven its strength. Annadurai is saying that now DMK had grown a 
mustache by winning 15 seats in the legislative assembly and Congress Party should 
respect it and take it seriously. 


[First Published: May 2019] 
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22. 
DMK Wins in Madras City Corporation: A. P. Arasu - The Mayor 
(Chennai) 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


Just two years after Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam's ( DMK's) entry into election politics 
and winning 15 seats in the state legislative assembly, DMK won 45 seats out of 100 in 
the Madras City Corporation council, against 37 for the Congress Party; rest of the seats 
were won by other parties and independents. Members swore in and elected the mayor on 
April 24, 1959. DMK's A. P. Arasu was elected Madras Corporation Mayor with 50 
votes, against his opponent Rajamannar's 45 votes; DMK candidate got support from 
some of the other parties and independents. This ended the 20-years streak of Congress 
wins at the Madras Corporation. (Madras City is now known as Chennai.) 


It is noteworthy that before swearing in as councilors, the 45 DMK members garlanded 
and paid respect to the statue of the first mayor of Madras Corporation Sir P. Thiagarajar 
(Thiagarasar) who belonged to the Justice Party, the grand daddy of Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam (DMK). DMK did not forget its root. 


A large sign "Tamil Vazhga" (Long Live Tamil) was placed on top of the corporation 
building. To the best of the knowledge of this author, this was the only government 
building in the world where such a sign about a language was placed. It was just 
symbolic but shows the emotional attachment of the Tamil people to their mother tongue 
- one of the oldest living languages of the world and considered a classical language by 
many international scholars. 


The "Tamil Vazhga" (Long Live Tamil) sign seems to be no longer there. You can see 
the sign on the left and right sides of the building in some "old photos of the Madras City 
Corporation building" available on the Internet. Many such photos are also available in 
old newspapers and magazines. I suggest the sign be put back. 


[First Published: June 2019] 
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23. 
Epilogue 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


We started with the founding of Thenninthiyar Nala Urimai Sangam (South Indian 
Welfare Rights Organization), popularly known as Neethi Katchi (Justice Party) in 1916, 
moved on to its transformation to Dravidar Kazhagam (DK) in 1944, discussed its many 
agitations to protect the interests of South India, especially Tamil Nadu and the break up 
of Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) from DK in 1949. Then it was mostly the DMK, 
sidelining DK although DK does carry on with its activities to date (2019). DMK entered 
election politics unlike DK. In April 1959, within 10 years of its inception, DMK 
captured the mayor position in the largest city in Tamil Nadu-Madras City (Chennai). 
This books stops at this point. 


From 1959 onwards it was election victory after election victory for DMK and its 
offshoot All India Anna Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (AIADMK) formed in 1972. In 
spite of their election victories their core political objectives of early days are not 
achieved even in their diluted forms. 


First, Tamil Nadu (Dravida Nadu) has not become an independent country although this 
was the primary political objective of both DK and DMK. [DMK gave up the 
independence demand because Indian parliament passed the 16-th amendment to the 
Indian constitution in 1963 that any political party or person asking for the division of 
India (for example creation of an independent Tamil Nadu) would not be allowed to 
contest elections.] Even the diluted objective of achieving devolution of more power to 
states is nowhere in sight. In fact more power is moved from state governments to Indian 
government in recent years. 


Second, Hindi imposition continues and no end in sight. If anyone says, "there is no 
Hindi imposition in Tamil Nadu", they are lying. 


"Economic plunder" of Tamil Nadu also continues. For every 100 Rupees Indian 
government collects in taxes from Tamil Nadu, only 40 Rupees is given back to Tamil 
Nadu in the form of financial grants, central government projects, etc. Now compare it to 
the Hindi state of Uttar Pradesh. For every 100 Rupees Indian government collects in 
taxes from Uttar Pradesh, 176 Rupees is given to the Hindi State of Uttar Pradesh in the 
form of financial grants, central government projects, etc. [Reference 1] This is outright 
transfer of monies from Tamil Nadu to the Hindi state of Uttar Pradesh. 


Dravidian parties are ruling Tamil Nadu State from 1967, and are part of Indian 
government ruling coalitions, on and off, since 1989. Yet they could not stop this gross 
economic discrimination. 


We do not blame the Dravidian parties for not stopping the outright economic 
discrimination or stopping Hindi imposition and more and more power being transferred 


from state governments to the central government in New Delhi; they cannot achieve 
them by winning elections in Tamil Nadu because power in India is concentrated in the 
Hindi belt region, in the hands of Hindi politicians. 


Reference 
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